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Plaintiff: Shanghai Character License Administrative Co., Ltd. (SCLA), with its domicile at 
Room 03F, 16/F, 2 Maji Road, China (Shanghai) Pilot Free-Trade Zone, Shanghai, China. 


ERRA: hh 


Legal representative: Sun Gang 


RFEA: IKER, WAR ] SES rU. 
Litigation Representative: Zhang Yanlai, lawyer from Zhejiang Kinding Law Firm. 


RIAA: Fai, WHILE] CE) GEISER pr. 
Litigation Representative: Dan Qidi, lawyer from Zhejiang Kinding (Shanghai) Law Firm. 


Ma: ALAA) R), EBD XXX. 
Defendant: AI Company (alias), with its domicile at IXXX. 


Legal representative: XX. 


KUMUUA: XXX, X, XXXXX 
Litigation Representative: XXX, X, XXXXX 
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In the case of the network infringement liability dispute between Shanghai Character License 
Administrative Co., Ltd. (Plaintiff) and the AI Company (Defendant), this court filed this case on 


January 5, 2024, for which the summary procedure was applied in accordance with law. The court held 


a public hearing on February 4, 2024. Plaintiff’s litigation representatives Zhang Yanlai and Shan Qidi, 
and Defendant’s litigation representative XXX participated in the lawsuit online. The case has now 


been concluded. 
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Plaintiff filed the following claims to this court: 1. To order Defendant to immediately cease 


generation of infringing Ultraman images and delete the disputed Ultraman materials from its training 
dataset; 2. To order Defendant to compensate Plaintiff for its economic losses and reasonable expenses 
of 300,000 Yuan incurred in order to cease the infringement; and 3. Defendant shall bear the full cost 


of litigation in this case. Facts and reasons: “Ultraman” is a globally renowned animated character in 


the world. The Ultraman series has been ranked among the most popular on iQTYI, Tencent, Bilibili 
and other major video websites. It has extensive influence and popularity. In 2013, the Ultraman series 
was certified by the Guinness World Records as the “TV Program with the Most Spin-Off Series.” 
Since its introduction to China, the Ultraman series has won numerous awards, including Top Ten 
Overseas Brands of China Animation Licensing Industry of 2014, the Popular IP Award of China 
Licensing Expo of 2016, the Popular IP Award of China Licensing Expo of 2017, the Outstanding IP 
Award of China Golden Star Award of 2018, the Outstanding IP Award of China Golden Star Award 
of 2020, the Golden Petal Award of Cartoon Unit of 2020, the Most Popular Cartoon Award of the Year 
(iQTYI), and the “Fashion Person" Award of 2020 (Tmall), among dozens of other awards. The 
Ultraman series of toys have been dominating major sales lists all year round. In 2022, the product 
introduction to Alibaba’s IP Database and its ranking of the Top 100 IPs shows that the Ultraman series 
ranked first. The “Ultraman” character has endorsed NISSAN, Honda, BMW Motorsport, Toshiba 
Washing Machine, Lawson, Uniqlo and other leading companies in various industries. Additionally, it 
has actively participated in various social welfare activities, industry exhibitions, game licensing and 
book publishing, etc. Ultraman has a wide influence across different sectors of the society. Tsuburaya 
Productions Co., Ltd. (“Tsuburaya Productions") is the copyright owner of the Ultraman series, and 
has registered the copyrights of the images of each Ultraman series. In 2019, Tsuburaya Productions 
and Plaintiff entered into the “Authorization Certificate," which exclusively licensed the copyrights of 
the Ultraman series to Plaintiff, and granted Plaintiff the right to enforce these rights. Defendant 
operates a website named Tab (alias), which has AI dialog and AI image generation features. Plaintiff 
discovered that when Tab is requested to generate Ultraman-related images (e.g., by entering “Generate 
an Ultraman Dyna"), the Ultraman image generated by Tab is substantially similar to Plaintiff's 
Ultraman image. Tab's AI image generation feature is a member-exclusive function, and each 
generation of an image requires “computing power." Both membership and “computing power" require 
additional user payments. Plaintiff contends that Defendant, without authorization, used Plaintiff’s 
copyrighted works to train its large models and generate substantially similar images. Defendant has 
illegally profited from value-added services such as membership recharge and "computing power" 
purchases. Plaintiff believes that Defendant's actions have caused significant damages. Therefore, 


Plaintiff has filed a lawsuit to enforce its legal rights and interests. 
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On February 1, 2024, Plaintiff submitted the Application for Change of Claim to this court and 


moved to change the cause of action of this case to copyright infringement, claiming against Defendant 
for infringement of the rights of reproduction, adaptation and information network dissemination. 
Plaintiff specified that in addition to “deleting the disputed Ultraman materials from its training dataset,” 
Defendant should also take reasonable measures to prevent Tab from generating images that are 
identical or similar to the disputed Ultraman work. In addition, the following facts and reasons were 
added: Defendant Tab’s AI image generation feature could generate images corresponding to the user’s 
instructions. For example, when a user inputs “Generate an Ultraman,” an image of Ultraman is 
generated; when a user inputs “Ultraman blended with Sailor Moon,” an image of Ultraman’s body 
combined with Sailor Moon’s long hair is generated. Plaintiff contends that Defendant’s unauthorized 
generation of multiple Ultraman images infringes on Plaintiff’s right of reproduction of the disputed 
Ultraman work. Certain infringing images, such as Ultraman in an illustration style and the blending 
of Ultraman with other characters (e.g., Sailor Moon and Doraemon), are substantially similar to 
Plaintiff’s copyrighted works, infringing upon Plaintiff’s adaptation right of the disputed Ultraman 
work. Defendant generated all the disputed images and provided them to users, which infringed 


Plaintiff’s right to disseminate the disputed Ultraman work over information networks. 
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The court explained to Plaintiff and Defendant in court that the cause of action in this case was 


changed to copyright infringement. 
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SRN AS PA Te dE. “ET” VS, BEAR Sc PCE BA «JU CE Ba UE HA E EAEAN ET 
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Defendant responded that it disagreed with all of Plaintiff's claims. First, Defendant had ceased 


the alleged infringing actions when the case documents were served. Second, Defendant denies any 
subjective or objective intent to use Plaintiff's copyrighted works without authorization for training 
large models or creating substantially similar images. The AI image generation feature of the website 


in this case was implemented through a third-party service provider, which is unrelated to Defendant. 


Additionally, since the disputed images were produced and generated by Plaintiff voluntarily, there is 
no direct evidence proving that Defendant profited from exhibiting and publicizing the Ultraman 
images. Furthermore, the AI image generation feature is presented as a free, members-only service, 
with “computing power” provided as a bonus for those who purchase a membership during the 
service’s launch period. Third, Defendant has not actually charged any fee for membership recharges 
or “computing power" purchases as claimed by Plaintiff. Plaintiff has no evidence to prove that 
Defendant subjectively or objectively intended to use the works owned by Plaintiff to make profits 
without authorization. Fourth, Plaintiff has no evidence to prove that Defendant’s act caused 300,000 


Yuan of economic losses and other expenses to Plaintiff. 
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Plaintiff and Defendant submitted evidence through the court's litigation platform and fully 


expressed their opinions on the authenticity, legality and relevance of the evidence through the court's 


litigation platform and the court's hearing. The court identified the relevant facts ofthis case as follows: 


—. SUME OU TR DO 
1. Ownership of the Disputed Work 


(—) RRA E E th AL 
(1) Authorization of the Disputed Ultraman Work 
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The third party, Tsuburaya Productions is the copyright owner of Ultraman series. On April 1, 
2019, May 1, 2019, August 1, 2019, December 2, 2019, May 1, 2020, November 30, 2020, and March 
16, 2021, Tsuburaya Productions and Plaintiff signed the "Authorization Certificate" and six 


"Supplementary Authorization Certificates" respectively. The authorization periods are April 1, 2019 
to March 31, 2024; May 1, 2019 to March 31, 2024; August 1, 2019 to March 31, 2024; December 2, 
2019 to March 31, 2024; May 1, 2020 to March 31, 2024; November 22, 2020 to March 31, 2024; and 
March 14, 2021 to March 31, 2024. The scope of authorization is within the territory of the People’s 
Republic of China (excluding Hong Kong, Macau, and Taiwan). 
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The Authorization Certificate specifies that Tsuburaya Productions has exclusively granted 


— 


Plaintiff the right of reproduction, information network dissemination and adaptation with respect to 
the artistic images and elements such as the names of the works, names of roles, images of roles, logos, 
props and scenes, within the term and scope of the authorization. This also includes the right to 
independently enforce these rights. The Ultraman images authorized by the “Authorization Certificate" 
and the “Supplementary Authorization Certificates" include the disputed Ultraman image whose 


copyright has been registered. 
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The signatures or seals involved in the “Authorization Certificate” and the “Supplementary 


Authorization Certificates” have been notarized by a Japanese notary public and confirmed by the 


consulate of our country’s embassy in Japan. 


C=) RP RUS TE ih BS AR 


(2) Registration Information of the Disputed Ultraman Work 
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Plaintiff alleges that the registered copyright owner of the Ultraman-related series of works is 


Tsuburaya Productions. Plaintiff provided the following evidence to prove its claim: 
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(3) Main Characteristics of the Disputed Ultraman Work 
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The main characteristics of the disputed Ultraman work include: the middle of the forehead is 


like a fish fin, which is a symmetrically diamond-shaped bulge; the left and right sides of the forehead 
are sunken inwards, extending from the forehead to the back of the brain; there is no nose; a crystal is 
inlaid between the eyebrows at the bottom of the fin, with a midline that extends from the crystal to 


the mouth. The eyes are iconic and protruding huge eyes of the Ultraman series, and the two eyes are 


11 


oval, egg-shaped and lying symmetrically on both sides of the midline; a teardrop-shaped (pointed 
downwards) base protrudes in front of the upper chest and the middle chest, and there is an indicator 


light inlaid in the base. 


(Ju) RRRS E th RR AS TÉ D 
(4) Awards Received by the Disputed Ultraman Work and Other Relevant Information 
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Plaintiff claims that the disputed Ultraman work is extremely well-known and provides the 


following evidence for proof: the Ultraman series won many awards such as the Top Ten Overseas 
Brands of China Animation Licensing Industry of 2014, and the Popular IP Award of China Licensing 
Expo of 2017. The Ultraman was recognized by the Guinness World Records as the “TV Program with 
the Most Spin-off Series.” In addition, the Ultraman character has endorsed NISSAN, Honda, BMW 
Motorsport, Toshiba Washing Machine, Lawson, Uniqlo, L’Oréal and other enterprises. It also has 
participated in social welfare activities. According to the product introduction to Alibaba’s IP Database 
and its ranking of top 100 IPs in 2022 (calculated according to the comprehensive operation data 
indicators of IP parties on Taobao and Tmall platforms during 2021), the IP standard name “Cosmic 
Hero Ultraman” ranks the first in the list. 


=. Tab ARS Eh] S 2 T 


2. Basic Information of the Tab Service 


Tab HJ AI HIKERS AS IRE. TEBE, WAA Tab F 202X F X HER, 
4j 2 Hd AT PACER. AN BR SO 8H] RRE, HJ PSE ee ii, 
% “HA” WAT ALR, AER AL AKES 807)". 867)" REEL, HIPS 
41 FUE 

Tab’s AI image generation feature is exclusive to members. During the online court trial, 


Defendant stated that Tab was launched in MM, 202X, [the exact month and year are omitted from the 


opinion] and that paid users could use the member version for an unlimited number of times with no 
word limit. After purchasing the membership, users would receive a certain amount of “computing 
power” for free, which could be used for AI image generation and other services. Each use of the AI 


image generation service would consume “computing power.” When the “computing power” was used 
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up, users would need to add additional computing power. 
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In order to prove that the disputed images were provided by a third-party service provider and not 


o 


trained using the disputed Ultraman work, Defendant provides the *Order Agreement" signed with the 
third-party service provider, supported by additional evidence including screenshots of Defendant's 
use of the third-party service provider's cloud service backend interface, common interface 
information and AI image generation basic version submission request page, as well as screenshots of 


the third-party service provider's cloud platform user agreement. 


=, Tab ERR RA Fr RITE 


3.  Circumstances Regarding the Generation of Disputed Images by Tab 


(>) Tab = RRR FASBRMEZP E 
(1) Specific Procedures for Tab to Generate the Disputed Images 


2023 £ 12 AFA, RERIK EAS AY Tab Pd 5 yA ok, 5 Se UE URES EG RA E] RAAS 
KA, HAE TIE T: 
In late December 2023, Plaintiff discovered that the Tab website operated by Defendant could 


generate images identical or similar to the disputed Ultraman image. The specific generation method 


is as follows: 


1. fE Tab B Al ERRA THE Pi A Soin “AS”, Tab BI AE aN Bil AK Be aN — 4K 
5RVAR SCA C SUED. HAP Aaa FER: 


Input the prompt “Generate an Ultraman” in the dialog box of the AI image generation module of 


the Tab, and the Tab displays an image consistent with the disputed Ultraman image in the area of 


sample images for the user to view and download; 


2. TEXAS duoi “RE SHREK”, Tab BUTEA PIE DC SER — KUR ER T RU RUBY 
SUARTAAMHAKRMWAA, GUB P ABA PR 
Input the prompt “Ultraman with long hair” in the dialog box, and Tab displays an image with long 


hair on the head which retains the characteristics of the disputed Ultraman image area of sample 


images for the user to view and download; 
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3. fX rdi A tems " HE i KUT RUSSE", Tab BI CEA Bil BK See aN SK ERE SSR 
Vb PURE SERRER A dium US A ES A, GRA ee AP R. 


Input the prompt “Generate an Ultraman in the style of an illustration” in the dialog box, and Tab 


displays an image of Ultraman in the style of an illustration which retains the characteristics of the 


disputed Ultraman image in the area of sample images for the user to view and download. 


(=) Tab ERR HRA Fr US At EG 
(2) Comparison of Specific Content of the Disputed Images Generated by Tab 


Ji: ETRE A HY Tab dx Se ERSA ERO PRU ST AI SIE PEA A LAE 
BEI Fd Fr B) AT 2218 D] BE Z8 UA UI BE BEAR ASR LP i EET INL “GE”. DENR 
WE ES Fr VER SCORE AM. BR. fei PSR HM, JHE f AER, dT: Tab Ped 
h^ AS E RE]. idm E EE ES M SÉ E; Tab PAE p] EE Pr dL AO EG F: 
Plaintiff alleges that the Tab website operated by Defendant is capable of generating images 


substantially similar to the disputed Ultraman image, that the AI image generation feature for the 
generation of such images is exclusive to members, and that the generation of the images will consume 
"computing power. In order to prove that the disputed images infringed the right of reproduction, the 
right of adaptation and the right of information network dissemination, Plaintiff submitted screenshots 
of the disputed images generated by Defendant's Tab website after inputting the prompt word. The 
original image of Ultraman Tiga (Multi Type) is compared with the screenshots of the main images 


generated by the Tab website as follows: 


Xr EG ES 


Comparison Chart 


t X Up E EPOR 
Ultraman Tiga (Multi Type) 


Tab ^EJA f] 3: 92 € v Fe] Fr RT 
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Screenshots of the Main Disputed Images Generated by Tab 


5 KK] 6 


FIG. 5 FIG. 6 
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Kj 9 


FIG. 9 


tr X PR SS AP Bü zs CE R R SR RRE BIB SE in) PAE m, X 
CEXERHUEZg: 4 DR EAR IFSC. WE. X PR A; AR PARK i FA 
RUE AT EE. WIRE ZA EE RR Bh PEA A SOS A] ZT DA as SE 
(8) V. 72 SEP Te) AE PS 28, — AK AR EG ua I RSC, FFG E PTS 
REARS, SU WPAP TSE THAT; CARRA V AAR AR ats EPS 
SH ALA ZT RR LPS ULRE e 28 Sa A BAT AI BS Ae EE ORC S Rb 
RU HET SE A EAB. ORB PY A BURRS Ach; RS TE TED EARP RA AR BGR T8 ih» 
VÀ /JNBR AY MAZE BAR. IMI AH ERR. 

Ultraman Tiga (Multi Type) belongs to the second item of the aforementioned “Ultraman Tiga 


Series: Ultraman Image Collection,” its main characteristics being that: the whole body is covered with 
silver color and red, blue and yellow lines; a midline extends from the crystal down to the mouth, and 
two eyes are oval, egg-shaped symmetrically lying on both sides of the midline; the neck and chest are 
the same red, with an inverted V-shaped narrow body shape extending from the upper chest to the 
lower chest, and three silver and two yellow stripes alternating with two blue stripes up and down, 


forming a U-shaped cuirass that covers the whole chest from the shoulders; the upper abdomen is 
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covered by a V-shaped silver line with wings spread; the whole H-shaped red lines extend from the 
ribs to the lower abdomen, and then to the sides of the thighs to the knee joint; the blue lines extend 
from its armpits, the ribs, the waist, the sides of the thighs to the knee joint; the front of the knees is 
covered by diamond-shaped silver lines that are longer at the top and shorter at the bottom, with red 


lines on the inner side and blue on the outer. 


"Eli" 28 "Ed 3" BERESUE SOS UA FREUE: —~A PAN ZK AR IRI AE SE, IR 
i SR E] BAY Sh te B FEZ DU. A E; PA BU SUERTE. ART: KREE 
RAE U HP FP OOS TATE SEI AL BU s 6 Er DAR ELI COS CL 6658 PRAES 4A T NA o 
AWE, See AE AR Fr DER T PUR RI BS ERIK» TIS Tab Por, EE DE 
ERRATE. JECEHR AS EFE P7 ^E B AE UU CE e I OVER DIE 5 SE UP PUR BIBRA AIK 
UIA ARE, T SR EFH 


The images shown from “FIG. 1” to “FIG. 3”, all have the following characteristics: a midline 


extends from the crystal down to the mouth; two eyes are oval, egg-shaped symmetrically lying on 
both sides of the central suture; the upper chest and the middle chest have raised bases and indicator 
lights; several alternating stripes form a U-shaped cuirass that covers the whole chest from the 
shoulders; and the whole body is covered with silver as the background and red lines. In comparison, 
the disputed generated images retain the original expression of the Ultraman artistic image. Defendant 
provides generative artificial intelligence services through the Tab website, and the outputs generated 
in the service process bear a high degree of similarity to the disputed Ultraman image in a number of 


key characteristics, constituting substantial similarity. 


“Al 4" 2 "Fd 6" WAFU FREUE: KE eA IAI ARSC SE U 78H AUA EES 
Wa; EI PA AER, dina]: EASE H ALAR EEE FERM. AX 
Lk, DER EA EUR dd Xm, SR RTE EEF 


From “FIG. 4” to “FIG. 6”, these images all have the following characteristics: several alternating 


stripes form a U-shaped cuirass that covers the whole chest from the shoulders; the upper chest and 
the middle chest have raised bases and indicator lights; and the whole H-shaped lines extend from the 
ribs to the lower abdomen. In comparison, the disputed generated images are of illustration style as a 


whole, which present certain differences from the disputed Ultraman image. 


*HE 7" “R10” SRO SOESR ETE EWER, EB RMERMAW ASK 
387E DEBE Y RY AG SIR cH. 


There are also some differences between images from “FIG. 7” to “FIG. 10”, and the disputed 


Ultraman image. The main feature is that the typical elements of the disputed Ultraman image are 


combined with third-party cartoon images. 
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HEIR, “A 4” 2 “R10” SAA, ARA IO BÜIR “Pe SGA” AMAR 
BERZA, HERE AA ERIA FS A tuli. JE T AIRE e 


To summarize, the images from “FIG. 4” to “FIG. 10” partially retain the original expression of 


the aforementioned “Ultraman Tiga (Multi Type)” image and have developed new characteristics while 


retaining some of the original expression. 


(=) BARRA RR ASTE T 


(3 Relevant Measures Taken by Defendant after Responding to the Lawsuit 


WS MEE BEDA RE SIA HOFER PE PUBL» KERR BE DENEN Tab [ei^ 
KE. WEST, E Tab PD AI Ati BLE HEH ABL BUG” RR UR, 
Tab [Pj t * fe SUG lf e EG rA CRUS. PRU E DG EE TAE cse, EAER 
A "BI, Tab [f] AT £i AER OL PEI RTE- ICs e BUR JE SORT LE IERI EAL 


Defendant stated that, after receiving the summons and documents served with this case, it had 


implemented keyword blocking measures to prevent the Tab website from generating Ultraman-related 
images. During the trial, when a prompt word containing “Ultraman” was entered in the dialog box of 
the Tab website's AI image generation module, the Tab website popped up “the message you sent 
contains non-compliant content", and there was no action in the image generation area. When “Tiga” 
was entered in the dialog box, the features ofthe image generated by Tab's AI image generation module 


were highly similar to the original image of Plaintiff's disputed Ultraman image. 


ALBA SIF RERT, KRIE Tab aA Hj POE GU, BE ROAR PS fi FH IRA 
ES AS 3H 3h. A FFARR EL SUR; CLARA BRE Tab Pd yt Fa HH i Po E ELI 
HH AT AER, HERGA RRIA Tab GAY AT A AE E 56 — 77 RS de Ds 


As of the trial of this case, Defendant’s Tab website has not been found to have any relevant user 


agreement or platform rule, or notices to inform the user not to infringe upon others’ copyright or other 
legal rights and interests when using the service. Additionally, there was no indication that Defendant’s 
Tab website informed the user that the images generated by the website were generated by AI, or 
explained to the user that the AI image generation feature of the Tab website was provided by a third- 


party service provider. 


DU. AS Bee Bs AS th SESC 
4. Other Facts Determined by this Court 


JGR AED SEDE KR VE mAN, SCHMHOSBGUIE. ATES HH LS: BUM ELE ZEA 
WERS 300 76; Tab POER — Xx, Hit 136.35 rc; AX AIL ARS EERIE 833 
Ju, Ætt 1269.35 j6. JRE TA idk. DRAMA ER a AK A, DUEB SE HI SCR 
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TE. 

In order to protect its right of authorship in the disputed Ultraman work, Plaintiff incurred the 
following expenses on the production of relevant evidence and notarization: a Hangzhou Internet 
Notary Public service fee of 300 Yuan; a fee of 136.35 Yuan for collecting evidence from Tab services 
three times; and a fee of 833 Yuan for using a comparable AI image generation service for evidence 
production. The expenses total 1269.35 Yuan. Plaintiff provided records of expenses and UniTrust 


Time Stamp Authority electronic statements to prove that expenses had actually incurred. 


REK, A CRUEL) JR GERBER RIAA eA. AA. YT 
FDI. |üubldck. REHAB SEE TE EHE RUE 


The aforementioned facts are substantiated by the “Authorization Certificate’ and 


o 


"Supplementary Authorization Certificates"; screenshots of the disputed generated images; 
screenshots of the allegedly infringing website; a purchase order agreement; a cross-examination 


record; the trial transcript; and other documents on record. 


AGUA, BRAVIA TEAS EUR AE, IRE AS EDU MAS. WEERA 
WSS RTT IAEI, BASU AA: —. RAE ARIE SE SAL. PORUM 
EH —. WR RA, WE RE AD REE. 


This court holds that the case at hand has transformed from a dispute over network infringement 


Olly 


pum 


liability to a dispute over the infringement of the right of authorship. Based on the ascertainment of 
facts and claims made by both parties, the disputes at issue are: 1) whether Defendant infringed upon 
Plaintiff's right of reproduction, right of adaptation, and right of information network dissemination, 


and 2) if Defendant's conduct constitutes infringement, what civil liabilities should Defendant incur. 


RY RG RG SF mE AS CPE AEA EDGE) DRAP EU IA RE RR BI AE 

Z4 FG UTERIS m, ROLE EDU, AVE mm ALAA Al (ERS te, ARE 

«Hp AE ALECHURI ES EDGE) BRP LE, PREDA. 7G ESL RS ALBO E a AS d TE PTE 

ae zer Js LE ES] [e] en Es ST RR] HAC Bc S E] IRE ES RAIA B) EEG SEVA DI o 
Jb, RRS ems CEA RIA ERE) BET. 

Regarding whether the disputed Ultraman work is protected by the Copyright Law of the People’s 


Republic of China, this court holds that the disputed Ultraman image is a graphic work that possesses 
originality. Therefore, the work is under copyright protection, and the work’s right holder is the 
Tsuburaya Productions. Pursuant to Article 2, Paragraph 2 of the Copyright Law of the People’s 
Republic of China, “[a]ny work of a foreigner or stateless person which enjoys copyright under an 
agreement concluded between the country to which the author belongs or in which the author 
permanently resides and China, or under an international treaty to which both countries are parties, 


shall be protected by this Law.” Hence, the disputed Ultraman work is protected by the Copyright Law 
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of the People’s Republic of China. 


AT iet BOR EAL Ao (FEA RRA E ERGA) BB oR RGE " TE 
VembhAANARA, AARE JAMA ATES, ii be, MAE 
BASE Ibo” CREA BRIS Bi ART E BEE EA ER SEA 2 Se Pa HT aT RPE) SR 
AGE “AGE INTE AE EBERT. JR. GS A. BEREE, AENA 
HAN, BOREBURIBS IRIS, AVE AED” ENARRARE Po WKI He 
AE AY) BURG ARSE i ETC UE A TE m A, DE SR RR RT m EEDA N SPI A BI f E 
RARI. Hs PALA Hl PE PR AES SUPE SEMI GSCBCUEBH) JR ERRER, JR FERS 
TOUR BOA Te FSI P At ca PE SUE PURSE Be 28 PU RC E m BI ETE, UV OYE m RECTE 
in PK. MEAR MEER etis. XR. KAFIRI TUU, dei BO 
PETRI. BILE, FA BEA 

Regarding whether Plaintiff has the independent right to enforce the rights of authorship [in 


Ultraman], Article 12, Paragraph 1 of the Copyright Law of the People's Republic of China provides, 
“(t]he natural person, legal person or unincorporated organization whose name is affixed to a work 
shall, without contrary proof, be the author of the work and have corresponding rights in the work." 
Article 7, Paragraph 1 of the Interpretation of the Supreme People's Court Concerning the Application 
of Laws in the Trial of Civil Disputes over Copyright provides, “[t]he work papers concerning 
copyrights provided by the parties in question, originals, and legitimate publications, registration 
certificate of the copyrights, certificates issued by the authentication institution and the contracts 
obtained may be taken as evidence." In the absence of valid evidence to the contrary and according to 
the registration certificates and images of the work provided by Plaintiff, the right of authorship to the 
disputed Ultraman work belongs to the third party, the Tsuburaya Productions. According to the 
"Authorization Certificate" and "Supplementary Authorization Certificates" signed by the Tsuburaya 
Productions and Plaintiff, Plaintiff enjoys the exclusive right of authorship to artworks that contain 
imageries of the Ultraman series during the licensing term and within the licensing scope. Specifically, 
Plaintiff's exclusive rights of reproduction, right of communication to the public on information 
networks, right of adaptation, and other exclusive rights encompass the licensed work and the work’s 
title, character names, character images, signature symbols, props, settings, and other artistic 
characteristics and elements. In addition, Plaintiff has the independent right to enforce [the rights of 


authorship in Ultraman]. 


— Mem EO T RSW. PMA BE TEM 
1. Whether Defendant Infringed upon Plaintiff’s Right of Reproduction, Right of 


Adaptation, and Right of Information Network Dissemination 


UC CE TE PEAR A SERE PAE | SE E p FS] Pr ze ZR EIR = DUBURI IE fe] jl. AS [oe ELS AT 


QU: 
In regard to whether Defendant’s generation of the disputed generated images, during the process 
of providing services, infringed upon the three aforementioned rights, this court provides detailed 


analysis as follows: 


(—) ATREAS RWS ZHAN Ae 
(1) The Issue Regarding Whether Defendant Infringed upon Plaintiff’s Right of 


Reproduction 


CHAE ERIE AT ES EHEBUESD TRAE TS CB TUE: “RERE BSA AI 77 
pU savers CE) SEAN, BUDAE MM. SEEN. fRED. Set. oe. Moe. MT. BCS 
VE tn mE — £3 BE & PA; SEDE EUR SE UH Be RE, A) Ee ay 
KIA ETA PB A BAR. FERC UEDR AI TL P. Wo FF TE PERO, BRS SEE 
MOAT ARETE. JR Arse tA. H Tab PAAR RI SRA E. Bop sce ll RRE” ua 
RAIA EUEZ IA. Al, MERAY HT, fim RRS Ei, ILS RAM Ra 
TE SE m HIE till AX o 

Article 10, Paragraph 1, Term 5 of the Copyright Law of the People’s Republic of China provides 


that “Copyright shall include the following personal rights and property rights: ... (5) the right of 
reproduction, that is, the right to produce one or more copies of the work by means of printing, 

photocopying, rubbing, sound recording, video recording, duplicating, re-shooting, or digitalization 
etc.; ...." The disputed Ultraman work enjoys high reputation, and it could be visited, looked-up, and 
downloaded, on iQYI and other well-known video-sharing websites. Under the condition that 
Defendant has not provided evidence to the contrary, it is possible for Defendant to have had access 
the disputed Ultraman work. Plaintiff has provided the disputed images generated by the Tab website, 

which either in-part or entirely copied the original expression of the “Ultraman” artistic image. Hence, 
Defendant copied the Ultraman image without authorization, and thereby infringed upon Plaintiff’s 


right of reproduction to the disputed Ultraman work. 


(=) ATRESIA OS [RT RH 
(2) The Issue Regarding Whether Defendant Infringed upon Plaintiff’s Right of 
Adaptation 


CHAE IRATE EDGE) BETRE aR TU Es “TER ELT PALA AI 
ig wa CFA) cO BIR Fam, BU EA ee PERS BT TE a As... o” RW 
ERRA Bo} da RS“ HL Up SEAE” Em EERS, JEE ae A AIRA ERA DP] AE fu 
-EJÉ EX, T RE. WEERT A OT SUE RR SE. DG, WERA, Mi 
T RURKI m, A T EEN RU RR SAE m AIIAN o 
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Article 10, Paragraph 1, Term 14 of the Copyright Law of the People’s Republic of China provide 
that “Copyright shall include the following personal rights and property rights: ... (14) the right of 
adaptation, that is, the right to modify a work for the purpose of creating a new work of original 
creation; ...” The generated image at issue partially preserved the original expression of the “Ultraman 
Tiga (Multi Type)” and added new features. The aforementioned conduct of Defendant constitutes the 
adaptation of the disputed Ultraman work. Hence, Defendant adapted the disputed Ultraman work 
without authorization, and Defendant thereby infringed upon Plaintiff’s right of adaptation to the 


disputed Ultraman work. 


(=) ATREERKA RU BPS ee TRI RE 
(3) The Issue Regarding Whether Defendant Infringed upon Plaintiff’s Right of 


Information Network Dissemination 


CHAE AEGRIS SEEBUED ETRE — EB TLE: “SE PERU ELT PELA AI 
PPL: CELO fe REHM, BID Gee ACB TT UAE DAE Pe HE AY 
EFT Ta) ATH RSE m A; FA RE ae t OE Hh ON, ets PPAR EB ix 
DG BAZAR AE ERAGE, FRAN EM BUT AOL GA, MERWE 
ZS AKA 3 X BOSE JEM HERFRA AP TES, SE BIAS Re AE 
TACT BE RE PERI DUN IR UU. FLASH SSS AL. PRAIA GK, 
FEF] — BUM DUT AAA Er. A PE vL ERU TUO P. ASB AN EAT BAZ YE. 

Article 10, Paragraph 1, Term 12 of the Copyright Law of the People’s Republic of China provides 


that “Copyright” shall include the following personal rights and property rights: ... (12) the right of 
dissemination via information networks, that is, the right to provide works that may be obtained by the 
public at the time and place selected by the public by wired or wireless means; ...” The issue regarding 
whether Defendant infringed upon Plaintiff’s right of reproduction and right of adaption, or the right 
of dissemination via information networks, only involves the determination of specific right of 
authorship. However, the issue does not have any effect on determining whether Defendant’s conduct 
constituted infringement, and it does not have any substantial impact on right holders or public interest. 
Regarding Plaintiff’s separate claim against Defendant’s infringement upon its right of dissemination 
via information networks, this court will not repeat its analysis, because this case centers around the 
novel issue about Al-generated content, against the backdrop of the greater generative AI development. 
Furthermore, this court has supported the Plaintiff’s claims concerning the infringement of its right of 
reproduction and right of adaption, and Defendant’s infringing conduct was analyzed within the scope 
of Plaintiff’s right of reproduction and right of adaption. Hence, this court will not repeat its analysis 


respecting this matter. 


Z, RG SARE kui 
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2. What Civil Liabilities Does Defendant Incur 


Pas CPE AREA EDGE) BAP OAM BATH RE, BMT ARE T 
TIR EUR SR PE SUR KRHA CA, POE DATES IEE. WI RE RSE DUE. AB 
Bea aT a P: 

Pursuant to Article 52 and Article 53 of the Copyright Law of the People’s Republic of China, 


Defendant's conduct infringed upon Plaintiff's reproduction and adaptation rights in the disputed 
Ultraman work. Defendant assumes the responsibility to cease such infringement, and to compensate 


for injury, in addition to other civil liabilities. This court’s specific analysis is as follows: 


(—) RERS B] [8] RER 
(1) The Issue Regarding Ceasing the Infringement 


ARSE rp Ji Ae BER OEE IEA ML, FR SR PRU TDI RC VI ZUR SS PU 
20231E£ 7 H 13H, EHE PU ZB BEA DSUE S. AA. RHRENE. TAME REE; A 
BB. EAC ES Jeg Af (AE A TY ARS BT IE), A 2023 4F 8 H 15 HEIT. 
eA OT AE RA TY BA HAS TE Se ILE. INE = TAB — RAE “ 
MCAT AAR ARA SE, ALTE AE BLA BRE DEAE LAT ERS CELERE ST 
Te DER] A Fe Be Ty S EIE TA TERS) WAR, SAW” FER; HRA 
tup s fee 1 RA TRS I AS, BETTIE Pe RAE aA TERS, Al, 
AC ES HE MIATA BARS HEE FERREIRA). FRI IAINE AT VUA 28 — SOR 
4E, “PEP ARNUBYXPERBU,. D4 RIN IEAR RK. PIEPER SAD ETT, ABUS 
7 MVR ST ET IFA ESET.” KE, BEARS HS, UU 
Y JA LP BR SE TEE, DES IL A, BEARER TREES ART US E 
ik AL ZHI S Z& EH 28 — 7; RAS TR eU FN ARATE STH, ASEAN PHAN. 


In this case, Plaintiff requested Defendant to cease generating the infringing image and delete the 


disputed Ultraman material from its machine learning database. On July 13, 2023, the Cyberspace 
Administration of China, together with the National Development and Reform Commission, the 
Ministry of Education, the Ministry of Science and Technology, the Ministry of Industry and 
Information Technology, the Ministry of Public Security, and the State Administration of Radio, Film 
and Television, issued the Interim Measures for the Administration of Generative Artificial Intelligence 
Services, which was implemented beginning August 15, 2023. The Interim Measure is the first set of 
specific regulations that China has promulgated in regard to artificial intelligence research and services. 
Article 22, Paragraph 2, of the Interim Measure provides that “[t]he term “generative AI service 
provider” means any organization or individual that uses generative AI technology to provide 
generative AI services (including providing generative AI services by providing programmable 


interfaces).” According to Defendant’s statement, it provides users with AI service by accessing the 
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third-party service provider’s system through a programming interface. Therefore, Defendant is 
classified as an AI service provider (hereinafter referred to as service provider). Article 14, Paragraph 
1, of the Interim Measure provides that “[w]here a provider discovers illegal content, it shall promptly 
take disposal measures such as stopping generation, stopping transmission or eliminating the illegal 
content, make rectification through measures such as model-based optimization training, and report to 
the relevant competent department.” In the case at hand, Defendant, as a service provider, infringed 
upon Plaintiff's right of authorship in the disputed Ultraman work, and thus assumes the liability to 
cease infringing conduct, which means ceasing content generation. This court rejects Defendant’s 
argument that the AI graphics generation service was provided by a third party and that it therefore 


does not assume any liability. 


AGAR RCA TA REMORSE, ARI HER TE HL, BE PAY Tab HE 
Hl Bk 3 eb BUM E SEA TR Hn. OR Jit BER BCA PP LE" LR V. ARDET DÀ 
SCH Met UR UREA Roe DP LE ^E 5 e RS EAA E o 


According to technical principles of generative AI, Defendant's business, Tab, could continue to 


generate images similar to the disputed Ultraman work if Defendant does not adopt certain technical 
preventative measures. Since Plaintiff requested Defendant to cease content generation, this court 
supports Plaintiff's request. Defendant should cease generating content that is substantially similar to 


the disputed Ultraman work using technical preventive measures. 


ERP, Mi OAK BE a SER. FEILER BOR, HAA TEAR. PATI, 
KER, ER BORE P. 2418] Tab HAS UE AI BETA, 03 n] P7 4E SER 
PEAR LARS Ee. DLE, WE EHE A RE RELIER IAE. ERA RAE AE I EVE PURSE 
SEE m Sea PEA INA, WEEMS: HP ik ae EAS SERO BI dea i] AS EHE 
B RU PEU 89 TE i S Jo PEA AE ELT o 


In this case, Defendant has adopted keyword filters and other measures to prevent generating 


similar images with relative effectiveness. However, both Plaintiff and Defendant witnessed on trial 
that similar content could still be generated on Tab when keywords related to Ultraman were entered. 
Therefore, Defendant should further adopt keyword filters and other measures to prevent its service 
from generating more images similar to the disputed Ultraman work. The degree of preventative 
measures should be: when a user enters keywords related to Ultraman under ordinary circumstances, 


images substantially similar to the disputed Ultraman work can no longer be generated. 


AT t FEE RR SEMI KA SE PLE E Ui» DC TASSE b ETT ERE II ZR 
ITH, KREIZENN T SCH 


Regarding Plaintiff's request to delete the disputed Ultraman materials from its model training 


database, this court will not support this request because Defendant did not conduct any model training. 
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C) AA Ae 
(2) The Issue Regarding Whether Compensatory Damages are Available 


Ji ts EROR RGA e Hail LE AST Sc H a BE HH o Feet Fe oe CE AY ARE t 82 
FERE. FURR A, AT BE BA EI TRE. ERRATE 
BEBE UNAFAA, tup DATARS A. (ERRA TENERS RET INE) FDU 
Aum. ERRATE BEARS Be Ee DY Se AE. TEBAN, Be AACR, WO 
2328 AUT BU. A, AR He BE EE HE EAE AL ER SIN DS GE Mo [HE 
KRP, RATE AMS HEAR BIGNESS. AbEA iT T: 


Plaintiff requested Defendant to compensate it for its economic losses and the reasonable 


N 


expenditures it incurred for infringement prevention. The liability to compensate Plaintiff for its 
injuries shall be considered based on the analysis of Defendant's fault. Judgments in similar cases have 
held that AI has certain tool-like attributes. Generative AI can be used for both legal and illegal ends. 
Article 4 of the Interim Measures for the Administration of Generative Artificial Intelligence Services 
emphasizes that providers of generative AI services shall observe laws and administrative regulations, 
and respect social morality and ethics. Providers shall also respect intellectual property rights. 
Therefore, service providers should be reasonably cautious when fulfilling their duties providing 
generative AI services. However, in this case, Defendant has not fulfilled its duties as a service provider. 


This court's specific analysis is as follows: 


i, BEVFASHBOBUBU AS ROR. ERRATE BEI AS ERATE) TRE ERE: "EOS 
DM ENTER BUR. ARAL, WHEN. ARAL, AMEE MARR: Ae 
WE, ABI ARBOUR AST IF SC A aR 0” ARR GEES, RPE AS SE ATL 
PAT BELA, BRAT HY Tab PAE IF AEN FASS BURABTR ALI, EAE A AME DAT BRAS 
RIR RI REER. 


First, there is a lack of any complaint or reporting mechanism. Article 15 of the Interim Measures 


for the Administration of Generative Artificial Intelligence Services stipulates that “A provider shall 
establish and improve a complaint and reporting mechanism, set up a convenient complaint and 
reporting portal, announce handling procedures and time limits for feedback, accept and handle public 
complaints and reports in a timely manner, and provide feedback on the handling results.” According 
to the facts of this case, especially the circumstances determined by this court on trial, Defendant’s Tab 
website has yet to establish any relevant complaint and reporting mechanism since the start of trial. 
Therefore, it is difficult for right holders to protect their right of authorship through a complaint and 


reporting mechanism. 


em 
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NWR MA, TRAMA XS. 


Second, there is a lack of potential risk notifications. Article 4 of the Interim Measures for the 
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Administration of Generative Artificial Intelligence Services provides that “[f]or the provision and use 
of generative AI services, laws, and administrative regulations shall be observed, social morality and 
ethics shall be respected, and the following provisions shall be complied with: ... (3) Intellectual 
property and business ethics shall be respected, and business secrets shall be kept. It is prohibited to 
implement monopoly or unfair competition by taking advantage of algorithms, data, and platforms; ... 
(5) Effective measures shall be taken based on the service types and characteristics to make generative 
Al services more transparent and generated content more accurate and reliable.” In this case, Defendant, 
as a service provider, did not notify users to refrain from infringing upon others' right of authorship 
through user agreements or other means. Distinctly different from other online services, generative AI 
services users, generally speaking, lack the adequate understanding of the underlying risk of 
infringement upon the rights of others, especially copyright infringement. Therefore, generative AI 
service providers are obligated to notify users of potential risks, including the fact that users are 
prohibited to use such services to infringe upon others' right of authorship. Third, there is a lack of 
distinctive labels. Article 12 of the Interim Measures for the Administration of Generative Artificial 
Intelligence Services provides that “[a] provider shall label the generated content, such as images and 
videos, in accordance with the Provisions on the Administration of Deep Synthesis of Internet-based 
Information Services." Article 17 of the Provisions on the Administration of Deep Synthesis of 
Internet-based Information Services provides that “[I]f a deep synthesis service provider provides the 


following deep synthesis services, which may lead to confusion or misunderstanding by the public, it 
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shall prominently mark the reasonable location and area of the generated or edited information to 
remind the public of the circumstances for deep synthesis: ... (5) Other services that may generate or 
significantly alter information content.” When generative AI content could result in misunderstanding 
or misidentification by the public, generative AI service providers are obligated to provide the 
generated content with conspicuous labels. After labeling, relevant right holders would accurately 
recognize that the labeled content was AI-generated, thereby adopting specific and effective measures 
to protect their rights. Hence, the labeling obligation is not only a form of respect to the public's right 
to know, but it is also an obligation to safeguard rightsholders. As of this case, Defendant did not 


provide any labels to the disputed generated images, and thus it did not fulfill its labeling obligations. 


£x ER, WAR EXRTEROLAS. SOIL EE ERSEBES DALE MAME ASAE a ARE AEE RE RS 


In sum, Defendant did not fulfill the aforementioned obligations, and thus it is subjectively at 
fault. Therefore, Defendant shall compensate [Plaintiff] for the damages caused by its infringing 


conduct. 


(=) T RE BCA I fel 


(3) The Issue Regarding the Ascertainment of the Damages Amount 


(Hae SEAS EDGE) APRA. —. Sao IME: “RISES 
FERA RAIAR, ALA De 25 FR BA SE SE 8 B] SE o dia RRE ALA REA T 
E: BOA SSG Bas dit A BUE A AIG 1 Pr fot ATE GES np DA RZ BI ABA Be EHE 
BS ILE EE SBE IIA, Tio BA, UERR EXRZTUA EA 
fe DAE TAR a Po” SUBAREA. LAI IT. SI BEA Be ME A 
IN, ARAB RUT AMT, ARP A oA EL B 73 76 04 TA Ae Bia 
LS TELA A fI UT APT SCAT A ET Zo” KRP, WEA ESC eS A 
Sb BUT A FTL SSA SE a di BB RUTAS IT AS © AS Bo Sak a 75 Re A TEAR A A ET 
HE: ERW RR E m AA BOR AY T Sy AULAE TE J» POR BOR TET E, 
Ui GARE AE ATA, HEMT- ERAR: Se OTe DUE In] HP ER FS Pr. SERE TL ERI 
AIR. We Je a AE SE ACHE PE BRS, Sa PASC I GE EE, ARNT T 
DER SCR. SRE, ABER AY FE BC AUR RAR 1000075 CE GHP SZ Do 

Article 54, Paragraphs 1, 2, and 3 stipulate respectively that "[a]n infringer infringing upon 


copyright or copyright-related rights shall make compensation on the basis of the right holder’s actual 
losses arising therefrom or the illegal gains of the infringer; and where the right holder’s actual losses 
or the infringer’s illegal gains are difficult to be calculated, compensation may be made on the basis 
of royalties. For deliberate infringement upon copyright or copyright-related rights, if circumstances 


are serious, compensation may be made on the basis of an amount not less than one time nor more than 
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five times the amount determined by the aforesaid methods.” “Where the right holder's actual losses 
or the infringer’s illegal gains and royalties are difficult to be calculated, the people’s court shall, on 
the basis of the seriousness of the tort, award compensation of not less than 500 yuan nor more than 5 
million yuan.” “The amount of compensation shall include the reasonable expenses paid by the right 
holder for stopping the tort.” In this case, the actual damages and Defendant’s illegal proceeds cannot 
be determined based on the presently available evidence. This court considered the following factors 
to determine the damages amount: first, the disputed Ultraman work possesses relatively significant 
market visibility; second, Defendant, after its response to the lawsuit, actively adopted technological 
measures to prevent the continuation of such content’s generation with relative effectiveness; third, 
Defendant only provided the disputed images to its users, and thus the infringement had a limited scope 
of influence; Fourth, Plaintiff incurred expenditures when collecting evidence to protect its rights, and 
this court has the discretion to support a portion of its expenses according to the their reasonableness 
and necessity. In sum, this court has determined that Defendant is to compensate Plaintiff’s economic 


losses of 10000 Yuan (which includes reasonable expenses). 


AAAS SR, Abos ERA ee, AT BE ce SI RRS OR EBON, ET 16 BE A 
PALER ATA DIR, BUA RE RAR BA FIA EE REA ETN RB ATR 
BEANE BRA mE. De TR, AT RAL eas BT BLE TEKE. 5 
RE BU AE TAA TL BP MIE REIR UBI a 8 8T ERSTE RIA A] a PAP AC RE, 7S EE BE 
HRA TAA LS. FEBORIN KERRIER, IRA HEE EAA AT GA. A 
HENESIS, Mf A EXE REG AR. OP OS A. OUEST AHR h ISU 
ATE BE TR A ZR DEDE 26 o 


After reviewing this case, this court emphasizes that AI is a strategic technology that will lead to 


future advancement. It is the core driving force for a new round of scientific and technological 
revolution and industrial transformation, and it is considered to be the main force in generating new 
quality productive forces. Our nation has undergone rapid development in AI technology. Data and 
computational resources have become increasingly rich, and new technological developments have 
become widely applicable. This has set a solid foundation for broadening the scope of AI scenarios. 
Since the generative AI industry is still at its early stage of development, it is unwise to overburden 
service providers with duties. In the process of rapid technological development, service providers 
should actively take reasonable, affordable precautions, thereby promoting the Chinese-style AI 


regulatory system that is safe and developing, balanced and inclusive, and innovative and protective. 


EME, WKE CBABAEUCOHOUBEIEEBQE) RREK SAGA. GLA. BT 
TIAE. BETZ BETA, Gem A RIGGS E AE ERR A St RP HEUS 
Pa MEE) BEREK BOTAN, CARA RAE SURE) SENT ORB — 
Ao Cem A RIZb RTE CBÉBAG&OURBIBRGEURUNAO KWER) GAIL TAR CE, ALR 
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P: 

In summary, pursuant to Article 2, Paragraph 2, Term 10, Article 10, Article 12, Article 52, Article 
53, and Article 54 of the Copyright Law of the People's Republic of China; Article 7, Paragraph 1, and 
Article 26 of the Interpretation of the Supreme People's Court Concerning the Application of Laws in 
the Trial of Civil Disputes over Copyright; Article 67, Paragraph 1 of the Civil Procedure Law of the 
People's Republic of China; Article 90 of the Interpretation of the Supreme People's Court on the 
Application of the Civil Procedure Law of the People's Republic of China, the judgment is as follows: 


—. WU AIA PAAR RATER H i v BIS AE S8 Ji EE BE SCIES RU TRA 
nu] Se RRE SAE an VE DUNT A, RPAN, FEDER IEEE PI IER] 1E 
TE FE, EREZIE E ERE BE SC TCI A RE EVE EDL E Fr o 


(1) Defendant AI company is to cease any infringing conduct against the right of authorship in 


the Ultraman image of Plaintiff, Shanghai Character License Administrative Co, Ltd., when this 
judgment becomes legally effective. Defendant is to adopt relevant technological measures when 
providing services to users in order to prevent the generation of content that will infringe upon 
the right of authorship in the disputed Ultraman image of Plaintiff, Shanghai Character License 
Administrative Co, Ltd. 


=. BE ALAA FAAR AE TETEEXCJZ. HEt AOS Ge ET BAR SC HR RAT 
10000 70 CHAA SZ); 


(2) Defendant AI company is to compensate Plaintiff, Shanghai Character License Administrative 


Co, Ltd., in the amount of 10000 Yuan (which includes reasonable expenditures) within 10 days 


after this judgment becomes legally effective. 


=. BAUR ESSI BE SC ACR IRAT IS AURA TR 
(3) The other requests summitted by Plaintiff, Shanghai Character License Administrative Co, 


Ltd., are rejected. 


AR ERAS FA Ge Ha we STR IRI BLT TRAE eS MARR CE ERR AT REIMAA) 28 
SANTA ZINE TSC AIR ETI SALE. RER 2900 7c, HR ES 
3r ee SCH ARHEA IRF] AFH 1400 W, WE A ASAH 1500 70, FF FAR ALR AAI 
ZA H Ae ea i Er CARA RAT o 

If Defendant does not pay Plaintiff the monetary damages ordered by this judgment within the 


provided time period, according to Article 264 of the Civil Procedure Law of the People’s Republic of 
China, Defendant will be subject to double interest of debts during the period of deferred performance. 
The case acceptance fee is 2900 Yuan. Plaintiff, Shanghai Character License Administrative Co, Ltd., 


is responsible for 1400 Yuan, and Defendant AI company is responsible for 1500 Yuan, which should 
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be paid to Plaintiff, Shanghai Character License Administrative Co, Ltd., within 10 days after this 


judgment becomes legally effective. 


WIA IRA ALR, TELE CPG. A i A AS Be EIR, FRO SAY 
ARGH BIAS, EWT MARRUA i. 
If any party refuses to accept the judgment, he or she may appeal to the Guangzhou 


Intellectual Property Court by submitting a written appeal to this court within 15 days after service 
of the judgment, and he or she must provide the copies of the appeal document in accordance with 


the number of the opposing parties. 


WR CHAE REA SURE) VU AR LE, FERF SRIF, AN 
JAFA AHA, ADF RAER. dE LR 777 SAA Ie] ee HE S, d 
FEV, AEWA, PLATA: LEVE ACUDIR ERE AE, ta LER EE 
APTI ABebent, APE, PAIRS» 

Pursuant to Article 41, Paragraph 2 of the Civil Procedure Law of the People’s Republic of China, 


following consent by both parties, a case that satisfies the requirements for appeal may be granted sole 
trial decided by the judge alone. If the appellant disagrees with the application of sole-judge trial, he 
or she may clearly indicate so in the appeal petition. If no disagreement is raised, the appellant is 
deemed to have consented. If the respondent disagrees with the application of sole-judge trial, he or 
she may indicate so in written form to this court during the pleading period of the appeal. If no 


disagreement is raised, the respondent is deemed to have consented. 


E A m HI 
Judge Hui Tian 
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